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Feb 7, 2008

PCC (Federal Communications Commission Public Comments)

445 i2th Street SW ‘/U EP]‘F

Washington, DC 20554 Ry, /4 75 D
&WQ? 'aQQ9

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and CQMM%

legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for eWm@;WmQ

walvers of 47 JFR 76.1204(a} (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all &mﬁﬁm%mm

other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have draguged their feet long enough cn competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxss, thus hampering innovatiocon
and harming consumers. The integration ban will alsc help market

competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability
to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competiticon spurred on

by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to chocse the
least restrictive cable-compatible device avallable. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse 1f cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.
Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204({(a) (1).

Sincerely,
Mr. Ed Bellis

2936 Grant St
Evanston, IL 60201-2059%
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Feb 7, 2008

FCC (Federal Communications Commission Public Comments)
445 12th Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

As a consumer interested in protecting competitlon, innovaticon, and QWWW_ 6%@
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for mbW’mﬁh%
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a){1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all 6&hw &
other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect Uy S5

requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunicatlons Act of 1296, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market

competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscrivers' ability
to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (enceding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on

by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting nen-infringing uses, and such restricticns will get even
worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.
Please refuse reguests for walvers of 47 CEFR 76.1204(a) (1).

Sincerely,
Mr. Casey Wells

12727 Vista Del HNorte Apt 1025
San Antonio, TX 78216-801¢
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FCC (Federal Communications Commission Public Comments) ‘4%?
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445 12th Street SW (/0( 5072:0

Washington, DC 20554
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As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovatien, and Qﬁ@mbwb. qy
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for w}@;hk
walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all &@Q;W@%h

other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
requires cable companies tc integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remalns good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
cempanlies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market

competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability
to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in deocket no.
97-80, the Commisslon recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certaln uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred cn

by the integraticon ban, consumers would have the freedom toc choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictiens that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restriciions will get even
worse if cable providers' set~top boxes are unchecked by competition.
Please refuse reguests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a)(1).

Sincerelvy,

Mrs. Tammy Drescher
11681 N Ham Ln
Lodi, CA 95242-9413
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FCC (Federal Communications Commission Public Comments) 027 /D
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As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and ewﬁg%

legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a&) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's integration bkan, which in effect
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs intc their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten vyears after the Telecommunicaticns Act of 199%9¢, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovaticn
and harming consumers. The integration ban will alsc helo market

competition prevent further restrictions on cakle subscribers' ability
to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on

by the Iintegration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.
Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).

Sincerely,

Ms. Georgia Galanis
2557 Steinway St
Astoria, NY 11103-3701
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FCC (Federal Communications Commission Public Comments) /joZ?

145 i2th Street SW 7 Lo

Washington, DC 20554 %"3’0 { ]5 ZZ‘
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As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and q@;?%%b_ 4%%%9

legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for fg;hbg

waivers of 47 CFR 7€6.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all 80’9 f%b’&?‘

other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect ¥ oy

requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now fen years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged thelr feet long enocugh on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming ceonsumers. The integration ban will also help market

competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability
to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright helder's wishes. With competition spurred on

by the integration bkan, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting nen-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.
Please refuse requests for walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a} (1).

Sincerely,
Mr. Nathan Vary

149 3 Wrangleboro Rd
Galloway, NJ 08205-9555

o ) .
fec. oiCizizsred )

LStABSDE




Felkr 7, 2008 ﬂ?{go"{q
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As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovaticn, and %‘9;}}"’/}/@‘?&_ i 0(9

legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for ,@@Sq%

walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(z) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all ngg%%m%

other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
requires cable companles to integrate CableCARDs intc their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1396, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will slso help market

competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' abillity
to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV centent, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on

by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to chcoose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse 1f cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.
Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204{a) (1).

Sincerely,

Mr. Anthony Williams
766 Parkside Townes Ct
Wake Forest, NC 27587-4293
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As a consumer interested in protecting competiticn, inncvation, and @a,%

L

s - . & Cap:

legitimate use of cable TV content, [ urge vyvou to refuse regquests for qw%?b

waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all Q%%W%M$'
My O

other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into thelr own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged thelir feet long encugh cn competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market

competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability
to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (enceding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commission recognized the lmportance of allowing consumers
ta make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on

by the integraticon ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribesg restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.
Please refuse requests for walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).

Sincerely,
Mr. Russell Hamker III

4447 E Eagles Landing Ct
Wichita, KS 67220-5518
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FCC (Federal Communications Commission Public Comments)
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554 Ry (/(/[ ccé;o}z‘o

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, a %%%_ (%%29
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge vou to refuse reguests I@%yQ%w
waivers of 47 ZFR 76,1204({a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all ﬁ@&Q?Q%
other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect Q@}Q@%h

reguires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top hoxes, remains gcod policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 199§, cable
companies have dragged their feel long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovaticn
and harming consumers. The integration ban will alsc help market

competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability
tc make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection 1limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commission recoghnized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on

by the integration ban, consumsrs would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.
Please refuse reguests for wailvers of 47 CFR 76.1204¢a){1).

Sincerely,

Mr. john butterfield
3101 511lis St
Berkeley, CA 94703-24053
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As a consumer interested in protecting competition, inncvation, and GVQM é;aﬂz?
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for Q@@qﬁ%a%
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all a@&JMQb,'
other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect G@@yﬁm%h

requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into thelr own
set-top boxes, remains geod policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunicaticons Act of 18%6, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to propriletary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will alsc help market

caompetition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability
to make legitimate use of recorded content,

By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in decket no.
97-80, the Commissicn recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on

by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting noen-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.
Please refuse requests for walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204¢(a) (1).

Sincerely,
Ms., Monica Cline

2207 8 Tuscany Cir
Andover, K5 67002-8659
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FCC (Federal Communications Ceommission Puklic Comments)
445 12th Street 3SW

&
Washington, DC 20554 %05@000!({/ 752 5;0]200

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, inncvation, andaﬁgghwhﬁ
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge vou to refuse requests for %o qb@
wailvers of 47 CFR 76.1204tz) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all @gy@%%_
other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect v oy
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own

set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten vears after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable

companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive

alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation

and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market

competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability
to make legitimate use of reccrded content.

By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on

by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.
Please refuse requests for walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1}.

Sincerelvy,
Dr. Jimmy Ducey

1014 S Broadmoor St
Wichita, KS 67207-2830
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As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innevation, and CbW'Q%b
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for @Qb Q%
walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(z2) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all @@}Qﬁﬂ

other cable providers. The FCC's integration kan, which in effect 7
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their cwn

set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 18%6, cable

companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive

alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation

and harming consumers. The integration ban will alsc help market

competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability
to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commission recognized the ilmportance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on

by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions thal harm ccnsumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.
Please refuse requests for walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).

Sincerely,

Mr. Duane Oblander

PO Box 246

1111 Ewy 29 H

Shell Knok, MC 65747-0246

No. of Copias rec'd 0
LstABCDE

[




Feb 11, 2008 F/(éb/

['CC (Federal Communications Commisgsion Public Comments)

445 12th Street SW %%OOJOZ i 05072\0

Washington, DC 20554
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As a consumer Iinterested in protecting competition, 1innovaticn, and %@}ﬁ#
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for e&th%%_
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all Q} @%h

other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecomnunications Act of 1%%6, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market

competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability
to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certalin uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on

by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse if cable providers' set—top boxes are unchecked by competition.
Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFTR 76.1204(a) (1).

Sincerely,
Mx, Jaccb Sloan

1021 Wellmoor Ct
Nashville, TN 37209-5026

No. of Cepias roc'3 0
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FCC (Federal Communications Commission Zublic Comments)

445 12th Street SW 4y 0050

Washington, DC 20554 %’6/ ]‘5 ].
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As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and G@bﬂh%%‘ ézz?

legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse regquests for ﬁE; o

wailvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all %@@%%%@

other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect 4 0

requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into thelr own
set-top boxes, remalns gcoed policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1835, cable
companies have dragged their feet long encugh on competitlve
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will zlso help market

competition prevent further restricticons on cable subscribers' ability
to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protectien limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competiticon spurred on

by the integration kan, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device avallaple. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.
Please refuse reguests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).

Sincerely,
Mr. Jarrett Bell

643 S Crestway St
Wichita, KS 67218-2211

Mo, of Copiasrecd 0O
ListABCDE




Feb 11, 2008 4
’ Cop, fZag
i . . t%% M%%
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Washington, DC 20554

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you ko refuse requests for
walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cahle providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
reguires cable companlies to integrate CakbleCARDs inte thelr own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companles have dragged their feet long enough con competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will alsc help market

competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability
to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
§7-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cakle
provider's cr copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on

by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device availlable. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting nen-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse 1f cakle providers! set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.
Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(=2) (1}.

Sincerely,
Miss jessica urton

636 5 Eastern St Apt 302
Wichita, Ks 67207-2469
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FCC {Federal Communications Commission Public Comments) C}Sb

445 12th Street SW uff 72?

Washington, DC 20554 P, / 0
WQ

As a consumer Ilnterested in protecting competition, innovation, and Q%bq?%a%

legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for M@&% s

waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all @awﬁmm%

other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect

requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own

set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1586, cable

companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive

alternatives to proprietary set-topn boxes, thus hampering innovation

and harmling consumers. The integration ban will alsc help market

competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability
to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting ¢ontent protection limits (encoding rules] in docket no.
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV ceontent, regardless of a particular cabkle
provider's or copyright holder's wishes., With competition spurred on

by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restricticns that harm consumers by
limiting nen-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.
Please refuse requests for walvers of 47 CrR 76.1204(a) (1).

Sincerely,
Ms. Lillian Hc

34 Butler Pl Apt 10
Brooklyn, NY 11238-5112
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As a consumer interested in protecting competition, inncvatlion, and ﬁw&%?@%%
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse reguests for ﬂ@y &%

waivers of 47 ZFR 76.1204(z) (1) by HNCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's integration kan, which in effect
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1386, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will alsec help market

competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability
to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits {encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing c¢onsumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless cof a particular cabkle
provider's or copyright helder's wishes. With competition spurred on

by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device avallable. The CableCARRD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restricticons will get even
worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.
Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204({a) (1).

Sincerely,
Mr. Darren Greiving

7405 E. 3o0th Cir
Wichita, KS 67226
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As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and LAY
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse reguests for
walvers of 47 ZFR 76.1204(a){l1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's integration pkan, which in effect
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
setL-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 19896, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will alsc help market

competition prevent further restricticns on cabkle subscribers' ability
to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protectiecn limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commission recognized the impertance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on

by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.
Please refuse reguests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).

Sincerely,

Mr. Jason Zinn
5905 E. Oakmount
Wichita, KS 67226
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